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Claims 23-38 are currently pending. All of the pending claims have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious based on Thackston, U.S. Patent No. 
6,295,513 ("Thackston"), in view of Hill U.S Patent No. 5,970,471 ("Hill"), and further 
view of Huberman U.S. Patent No. 5,826,244 ("Huberman"). Applicants respectfully 
submit that these rejections are clearly erroneous, and that the Examiner has failed to 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness. Applicants respectfully request that this 
Request be granted, and that the Examiner's rejections be withdrawn. 

Independent claims 23 and 3 1 recite systems and methods for forming a 
contract for completing a print job, the systems and methods receiving a user-supplied 
set of constraints regarding a print job project, storing the set of constraints in a database 
as an object, creating a plurality of instances of the object, each instance uniquely 
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associated with a corresponding vendor, and communicating each instance of the object 
to its corresponding associated vendor. The 8 November 2006 Final Office action (the 
"Final Action") fails to establish a prima facie case of obviousness because none of the 
cited references, alone or combined, describe or suggest systems or methods that receive 
a user-supplied set of constraints regarding a print job project, store the set of 
constraints in a database as an object, create a plurality of instances of the object, each 
instance uniquely associated with a corresponding vendor, and communicate each 
instance of the object to its corresponding associated vendor. 

The Final Action at 3-4 states that Thackston teaches using web browser 
templates to submit an "RFQ form," and that the RFQ form includes constraints, such as 
quantity requirements, etc. Thus, the Examiner suggests that the RFQ form constitutes 
the claimed user-supplied set of constraints regarding a print job project. The claims 
require storing the user- supplied set of constraints in a database as an object, and 
creating a plurality of instances of the object, each instance uniquely associated with a 
corresponding vendor. Thus, based on the Examiner's interpretation, Thackston should 
disclose storing the RFQ in a database as an object, and creating a plurality of instances 
of the RFQ, each instance uniquely associated with a corresponding vendor. Thackston 
does not, however, describe or suggest anything of the sort, and the Examiner has failed 
to identify any such description or suggestion. 

Instead, the Final Action at 4 states that the vendors' responses and iterative 
responses to the RFQ correspond to "creating a plurality of instances wherein each 
instance is uniquely associated with a corresponding vendor" (emphasis added). First, 
the claims do not recite "creating a plurality of instances," but instead recite "creating a 
plurality of instances of the object " (where the object is the stored user- supplied set of 
constraints) (Claim 23) and "a database comprising a plurality of objects , each object 
comprising the set of user-supplied constraints" (Claim 31). Thus, the Final Action has 
not addressed the actual claim language, but instead addresses language that is not in the 
claims. 

Second, even if the Examiner had not misread the claim language, the 
Examiner's assertion regarding the vendors' "responses and iterative responses" is 
inconsistent with earlier his assertion that the RFQ form constitutes the claimed user- 
supplied set of constraints. One the one hand, the Examiner asserts that the RFQ is the 
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stored database object, but then on the other hand, the Examiner asserts that the 
vendors' responses to the RFQ constitute the plurality of instances of the stored 
database object. The two assertions are internally inconsistent, and make no sense. 

Third, if a vendor's "responses and iterative responses" constitute the 
plurality of instances of the object, each instance uniquely associated with a 
corresponding vendor, then the additional claim language reciting "communicating each 
instance of the object to its corresponding associated vendor" (Claim 23), and 
"communicating] each associated object to its corresponding vendor" (Claim 31) 
would make no sense. Indeed, although Thackston discloses that each vendor 
communicates its RFQ response to the prime contractor/designer who actually solicited 
the RFQ 9 Thackston does not describe or suggest that any vendor communicates the 
vendor's response to itself. The reason is clear, as it would make no sense for a vendor 
to communicate to itself. 

Applicants should not be required to incur the time and additional expense 
of preparing and filing an appeal brief, and further prosecuting an appeal of the clearly 
erroneous rejections in this case. Accordingly, applicants respectfully request that this 
Request be granted, and that the Examiner's rejections be withdrawn. 

Respectfully submitted, 

\ 

James Trosino 
I^gistration No. 39,862 
Attorney for Applicants 
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